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In the foregoing amendments, claims 2-10 and 12-25 have been amended. Claims 1-26 
are cutrently pending, of which claims 1,12 and 16 are independent. No new matter has been 
added. 

h Obfectloiis to the Sneclflcfltlon 

The Examiner objects to the disclosure because of informalities listed in the office action 
(office action, paragraph 2). Applicants amend the specification to address the issues raised by 
theExanuner. No new matter has been added by these amendments. Applicants request the 
Examiner to reconsider and to withdraw the objection to the specification. 

The amendments are itemized below. 

In the ''Related Applications'* section, Ifae patent application number has been designated 
as '^United States Patent Application No.'* 

A duplicated period (.) at the end of the paragraph on page 2, line 2 has been removed. 

The word "and" has been added after the description for Figure 3 on page 3. 

A period C) has been added aft^ the description for Figure 4 on page 3. 

All instances of the temiinology "custom class*' have been amended to read ''custom 
storage class." 

A white space has been added between the number *'12'* and the phrase "(step 62)" on 

page 8, 

Different reference numbers have been used for user interface parameter settings and 
types of user interface presentation elements on pages 8 and 9« 

The word "by** in the phrase . » selected parameter setting may be implemented without 
by the automatic code generator^* has been deleted on page 9. 
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IL ObiectioiistotiieClalma 

The Exajminer objects to claims 2-10^ 12-15 and 17'>25 because of infonnalities listed in 
the office action (office action, paragraph 3). Applicants amend clairns 2*10, 12-15 and 17-25 to 
fiirther clarify what the Applicants regard as the scope of the invention. Applicants request the 
Examiner to reconsider and to withdraw the objection to the claims. 

The amendments are itemized below. 

In claims 2, 3 and 1 8, the phrase '^e code" has been replaced by 'the source code.*' 

In claims 3 and 18» the word "step** in the preamble has been replaced by "steps.** 

In claims 3, 13 and 18» the phrase "said custom class" has been replaced by ''said custom 
storage class." 

In claims 3, 13 and 18» a hyphen O has been added between the words '\iser" and 
"selected." 

In claims 4, 14 and 19, the phrase 'the adjusted code" has been replaced by "the adjusted 
source code." 

In claims 4, 5. 14, 15, 19 and 20, the phrase "said view of code" has been replaced by 
"said view of salient aspects of the source code." 

In claims 5 and 20> the phrase "segment of code" has been replaced by "segment of 
source code." 

In claims 5-10, 13-15 and 20-25, a comma {,) has been added between the parent claim 
number and the word *Vherein." 

In claims 8 and 23, the phrase "automatically generated code" has been replaced by 
"automatically generated source code." 
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In claim 12, the white space before the semicolon (;) at the md of the first feature has 
been deleted. 

In claims 12 and 17, the feature "code" has been replaced by "the source code." 
in, SUmmary_of Rfilectiops 

Claims 12-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101. 

Claims 1-4, 6-8, 12-14, 16-19 and 21-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C §102 as being 
anticipated by Cheng GJS 2002/001090S). 

Claims 5, IS and 20 stand rejected under 3S U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over 
Cheng in view of Childless (US 2004/0085357). 

Claims 9, 10, 24 and 25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C- §103 as being ui^atentable over 
Cheng in view of Davidov (US 2003/0225774). 

Claim 1 1 and 26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being unpatentable over Cheng 
and in view of DeMaster (US 6,066,181). 

These rejections will be discussed separately below. 

IV. Claim Rete^ttoiisniider3SU.S.C. 8101 

The Examiner rejects claims 12-26 under 35 U.S.C. §101 as allegedly being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter (office action, paragraph 5). In the foregoing claim amendments. 
Applicants amend independent claims 12 and 16 to fiirther clarify the scope of the invttition. 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the outstanding rejections of claims 12-26. 
All claims are now believed to be in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner rejects claims 12-15 as being '^directed to systems of functional 
descriptive material per se^ and hence non-statutory." In this Response, Applicants amend 
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independent claim 12 so that it recites ''an electronic device," rather than ''a system" to further 
clarify the scope of the invention. Applicants urge reconsideration of the outstanding rejection 
of claim 12 under 35 U.S.C. §101. 

Claims 13- IS depend £rom independent claim 12 and» as such> the amendments to claim 
12 apply to claims 13-lS. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and allowance of 
claims 13-15. 

B. Claims 16»26 

With regard to claims 16-26, the Examiner states *'Clalms 16-26 recite a medium as a 
claimed element However* the specification does not provide an explicit definition of what 
constitutes a medium. Thus, the claims can be reasonably interpreted as functional descriptive 
material per se^ since the medium is not being claimed as being computer readable to provide the 
necessary functional and structural interrelationsh^) to satisftr the requirements of 35 U.S.C- 
§101/' (office action, page S), Applicants amend independent claim 16 to refer to a ''computer- 
readable medium" rather than a ''medium*' to further clarify the scope of the invention. 
Applicants further amend claim 16 to note that the computer-readable medium holds instmctions 
for performing the "providing" and '^creating,'' recited by the claim. 

A computer-readable medium holding such instmctions is statutory subject matter. See 
In re Bemregard, 35 USPQ.2d 1383 ed. Cir. 1995). The Examiner agrees with this position at 
page 5 of the ofKce action: "a claimed computer readable medium encoded with a computer 
program is a computer element, which defines structural and functional interrelationships 
between the computer program and the rest of the computer, that permits the computer 
program's functionalities^ and is flius statutory." Accordingily, Applicants urge reconsideration 
of the outstanding rejection of claim 1 6. 

Claims 17-26 depend firom independent claim 16 and are patentable for at least the same 
reasons as claim 16. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and allowance of claims 
17-26. 
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V- Claim Reieetlona under 3S U,S.C. SI 01 

The Examiner rejects claims 1-4^ 6^8, 12-14, 16-19 and 21-23 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) 
as being anticipated by Cheng (US 2002/0010908) (office action, paragraph 7), Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection as set forth below. 

A. Claim 1 

Independent claim 1 recites: 

**ln an electixmic device having a graphical modeling and execution enviromnent^ 
said graphical modeling and execution environment including at least one graphical 
model, a method comprising the steps of: 

providing a user interfhce with a plurality of selectable parameters for a 
custom storage class, said custom storage class specifying the manner in which an 
automatic code generator creates source code corresponding to data referenced by 
said graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution environment; and 
creating a custom storage class in said graphical modeling and execution 
environment utilizing parameters selected by a user from said plurality of 
selectable parameters." 

Cheng discusses command tree 1. which is a hierarchical representation of the commands 
available to a user of an operating system. When a user enters a command on the command line 
interface (CLI), the operating system parses the command and detennines the appropriate action 
to take. The operating system then traverses command tree 1 until the operating system reaches 
the appropriate leaf of the tree. See Cheng, paragraph [0018], The system of Cheng allows a 
developer to quickly create CLI commands by creating a structure of command nodes. Each 
command node may, in turn, be edited to add parameters and handler fimctions- See Cheng, 
paragraph [0019]. 

Cheng includes a code genemting engine for automatically generating software code for 
a handler function using handler function inforaiation and/or parameter information. Cheng 
provides a graphical user interface for receiving parameter information and handler function 
information. See Cheng, paragraph [0005]. 
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Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng fails to disclose at least the following feature 
of claim 1 : "a custom storage class, said custom storage class specifying the manner in which an 
automatic code generator creates source code coxresponding to data referenced by said graphical 
model in said graphical modeling and execution environmont/' As will be explained in more 
detail below, various aspects of this feature are not disclosed by Cheng. 

The Examiner points to the following language (office action, pages 7 and 9-10) at 
paragraph [0028]; 

The entering of parameters is also accomplished via QUI by adding the desired 
parameters to parameter field. 

The Examiner lastly points to the following language (see office action, pages 7 and 9- 
10) at paragraph [0036]: 

... the command structure is generated by command structure generation engine 
using the information entered by tiie developer. 

The Examiner also points to the following language (see office action, pages 7 and 9-10) 
at paragrq>h [0043] as disclosing the feature: 

... the handler function code is generated by handler code generation engine. As 
described above, the handler fhnction has associated software code. . , . Handler 
code generation engine automatically generates this software code using the 
information entered by the developer and the parameter and handler function 
definitions generated by command structure generation engine. 

The above excerpts discuss that a user may enter parameter infomiation via a QUI, and 
that a command structure generation engine generates parameter and handler function 
definitions- Information entered by the user and the parameter and handler fiinction definitions 
are then used to generate software code associated with a handler fimction* As will be explained 
in more detail below» these three cited sections do not disclose the quoted feature of claim 1. 

First, Cheng fails to disclose a ^'custom storage class," as recited by claim 1. A custom 
storage class specifies the manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code for 
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data referenced by a grsphiodi model. The custom storage class recited by claim 1 is a class, 
which is an object oriented feature. Cheng does not teach or suggest using a custom storage 
class. Further, the parameter and handler function definition files, as recited in Cheng, are not 
shown to be object-oriented features. 

Second, Cheng does not disclose "specifying the manner in which an automatic code 
generator creates source code," as required by claim 1 . From the above-quoted language, it 
appeals that the Examiner is pointing to the parameter definition files and handler function 
definition files as satisfying this claim language. However, the parameter definition files and the 
handler fimction definition files do not specify the manner in which the automatic code generator 
creates source code. Cheng states: "Command structure generation engine 145 takes the 
infonnation entered by the developer and generates the handler fimction definition file. The 
exemplary code above may include ttie following infonnation: the type of command (e.g., can 
this command handle "No" fomis), the bitmask of required parameters, the bitmask of optional 
parameters and the actual handler function associated with the definition." See Cheng, 
paragraph [0042]. As described in the above excerpt, in Cheng, the parameter definition file and 
handler function definition file generated by the command structure generation engme include 
information on the parameter fimction and handler fimction, respectively. In contrast, the 
custom storage class recited by claim 1 specifies the manner in which an automatic code 
generator creates source code. Cheng does not disclose that the definition files specify 'the 
manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code," as required by claim 1. 

Third, Cheng does not disclose ^'source code corresponding to data referenced by said 
graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution environment," as required by claim 1. 
From the above-quoted language cited by the Examiner, it appears that the Examiner is pointing 
to the handler function as satisfying this claim language. However, code generated in Cheng 
does not correspond to data referenced by a graphical model Cheng states: "Command tree 1 is 
a hierarchical representation of the commands available to the user of the operating system." 
See Cheng, paragr^h [0018]. Cheng further states; "^Each of command nodes 155-180 has 
either an associated handler function or an associated parameter." See Cheng, paragraph [0022]. 
Cheng discusses that the parameters and handler functions are associated with command nodes 
in a command tree, the command tree being a representation of the commands available to the 
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user of the operating system, Cheng further states: "the handler function hft8 associated software 
code." See Cheng, paragraph [0043] (cited by the Examiner), The software code in Cheng is 
associated with the handler function, The handler function is, in turn, associated with the 
command nodes in a command tree. Thus, in Cheng> the software code corresponds to command 
nodes in a command tree. In contrast, claim 1 of the current application requires that the source 
code corresponds to data referenced by a graphical model in a graphical modeling and 
execution environment Thus, Cheng fails to disclose that the software code associated with the 
handler function "corresponds to data referenced by a graphical model," as required by claim 1. 

Tn view of ttie above arguments to claim l. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and allowance of claim 1. 

B. Claims 2-4 and 6-8 

Claims 2-4 and 6-8 depend directly or indirectly firom independent claim 1 and, as such» 
incorporate all of the features of claim 1. Accordmglyp claims 2-4 and 6-8 are allowable for at 
least 0ie reasons set forth above with respect to claim 1 , Applicants respectfiilly request 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 2-4 end 6*8. 

C, CMy>^^2"di6 

Amended independent claim 12 recites: 

**An electronic device having a modeling and execution environment with at least 
one graphical model, said electronic device comprising; 

a user interface with a plurality of selectable parameters for a custom 
storage class, said custom storage class specifying the manner in which an 
automatic code generator creates source code from said graphical model; 

a custom storage class in said graphical modeling and execution 
environment, said custom storage class created utilizing parameters selected by a 
user fcojn said plurality of selectable parameters; and 

a view of salient aspects of the source code generated by said automatic 
code generator utilizing the user-selected parameters." 
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Amended independent claim 16 recites: 

**A computer-readable medium for xise in an electronic device having a graphical 
modeling and execution environment, said graphical modeling and ex^ution 
environment including at least one graphical model, said medium holding instructions 
for; 

providing a user interfiace with a plurality of selectable parameters for a 
custom storage class, said custom storage class specifying the manner in which an 
automatic code generator creates source code corresponding to data referenced by said 
graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution environment; and 

creating a custom storage class in said graphical modeling and execution 
environment utilizing parameters selected by a user from said plurality of selectable 
parameters*" 



Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng &ils to disclose at least the following feature 
of claims 12 and 16: "a custom storage class, said custom storage class specifying the manner in 
which an automatic code generator creates source code** from said graphical model as discussed 
above in connection with claim 1, and therefore claims 12 and 16 are patentable for at least this 
reason. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and allowance of claims 12 and 16. 

D. Claims 13-14, 17-19 and 21-23 

Claims 13 and 14 dq^end fiom independent claim 12 and> as such, are allowable fiir at 
least the reasons set forth above with respect to dahn 12. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 13 and 14. 

Claims 17-19 and 21-23 depend fiom independent claim 16 and, as such are allowable 
for at least the reasons set forth above with respect to claim 16. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 17-19 and 21-23. 

VI* Claim Rejections under 35 V.SXl. 6103 

A. (;ialms S. IS and 20 

The Examiner rejects claims 5, 15 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. §103^(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cheng in view of Childress (oflice action, paragraph 9)- Applicants respectfully traverse 
the rejections for the reasons set forth below, 
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Cheng has been sununarized above. 

Childress is generally directed to providing systetnia and methods for creating, viewing 
and/or modifying business rules used by an automated insurance claim processing system. A 
rule editor may provide a user with a graphical display of at least a portion of a business rule 
implemented in software. See Childress, paragraphs [0009-0010]. Business rules of knowledge- 
based system encode the fonnulas used in evaluating insurance claims in an insurance claim 
processing software. See Childress^ paragraph [0007]. 

n Claims 

Claim 5 depends on independent claim 1 . Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and 
Childless, alone or in combination, fail to teach or suggest all of the features of claim S. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and Childress fail to teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claim 5: "a custom storage class, said custom storage class specifying 
the manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code corresponding to data , 
referenced by said graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution environment." 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit tiiat Chmg 
fails to teach or suggest all of the features of claim 5. The teachings of Childress do not 
siQ>plem»t Cheng in such a way as to cure the failure to recite the custom storage class with 
claimed limitations. 

Childress is directed to generating code corresponding to business rule components in the 
form of entries in a database table. Ixx contrast, claims 1 and 5 both recite "specifying the 
manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code coiresponding to data 
referenced by said graphical model," Claim 5 depends on claim 1 and is therefore not rendered 
obvious by the combination of Cheng and Childress because Childress does not cure the 
deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the aforementioned feature of claim 1 . 
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Claims 15 and 20 depend on independent claims 12 and 16, respectively. Applicants 
respectfully submit that Cheng and Childress, alone or in combination, fail to teach or suggest all 
of the features of claims 15 and 20. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and Childress fail to teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claims 15 and 20: "a custom storage class, said custom storage class 
specifying the manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code'* from a 
graphical modeL 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
fails to teach or suggest all of the features of claims 15 and 20. The teachings of Childress do 
not supplement Cheng in such a way as to cure the failure to recite the custom storage class with 
claimed limitations, 

Childress is directed to generating code ftom business rule components. \n contrast, 
claims 12, 15, 16 and 20 all recite ''specifying the manner in which an automatic creates source 
code" from a graphical model. Claim 15 depends on claim 12 and is therefore not rendered 
obvious by the combination of Cheng and Childress because Childress does not cure the 
deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the aforementioned feature of claim 12* Claim 20 
d^cnds on claim 16 and is therefore not rendwed obvious by the combination of Cheng and 
Childress because Childress does not cure the deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the 
aforementioned feature of claim 1 6. 

riainw g-lO and 24-25 

The Examiner rejects claims 9, 10, 24, and 25 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheng in view of Davidov (office action, paragraph 10). Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection for the reasons set forth below. 

Cheng has been summarized above* 



19 



PAGE 22/27 ' RCVD AT 1/22/2007 5:58:05 PM [Eastern Standa^ 



01/22/2007 18:10 FAX B177424214 LAHI VEftCOCKFIELD l2|023/027 



Application No.: 10/698,820 Docket No.: MWS-062 

Davidov is genially directed to an infrastructure for creating applications for mobile 
information devices, using a tag-based markup language. Developers can use the markup 
language to define applications and content based on easily manipulated textual tags, rather than 
having to write specific code. A compiler* which is optionally controllable via a command line 
interface, processes the tags in several phases. Initially, the input is parsed in order to check for 
errore. Next> a hierarchical object model of the application is populated with objects 
corresponding to the tags. Then, source code files are generated, which include supporting 
resource files (such as images) corresponding to the objects in the hierarchy. In producing the 
source code files, a generator traverses the object model hierarchy in a top-down manner, 
producing a source file for different elements, for example, screens, fonns, and servlets. For 
each element required to be generated, an appropriately configured generator class is invoked in 
order to generate appropriate, code from the data stored in the object model. See Davidov, 
paragraph [0013]. 

f) riflimg 9 and 10 

Claims 9 and 10 depend on ind^endent claim 1 . Applicants respectfully submit that 
Cheng and Davidov do not teach or suggest all of the features of claims 9 and 10. 

Applicants respectfixlly submit that Cheng and Davidov foil to teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claims 9 and 10: "a custom storage class, said custom storage class 
specifying the manner in which an automatic code generator creates source code corresponding 
to data referenced by said graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution 
envirormient." 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
fails to teach or suggest all of the features of claims 9 and 10. The teachings of Davidov do not 
supplement Cheng in such a way as to cure the failure to recite the custom storage class with 
claimed limitations. 

Davidov is directed to generating source code from an object model hierarchy mcluding 
screens, forms and servlets. In contrast, claims 1, 9 and 10 all recite "specifying the manner in 
which an automatic code generator creates source code corresponding to data referenced by said 
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graphical model." Claims 9 and 10 depend on claim 1 and are therefore not rendered obvious by 
the combination of Cheng and Davidov because Davidov does not cure the deficiency left by 
Cheng with regard to the aforementioned feature of claim 1 . 

H) Claims 24 and 2S 

Claims 24 and 25 depend on independent claim 16 and» as such, incoiporate all of the 
features of claim 16. Applicants respectfiiUy submit that Cheng and Davidov, alone or in 
combination, fail to teach or suggest all of the features of claims 24 and 25, 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and Davidov do not teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claims 24 and 25: "specifying the manner in which an automatic code 
genwator creates source code correspondix^ to data referenced by said graphical model in said 
graphical niodeling and execution mvironment." 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
fails to teach or suggest all of the features of claims 24 and 25, The teachings of Davidov do not 
supplement Cheng in such a way as to cure the failure to recite Hhe aforementioned teaching of 
claims 24 and 25. 

Davidov is directed to generating source code from an object model hierarchy including 
screens, fomis and servlets. fii contrast, claims 16, 24 and 25 all recite "specifying the manner 
in which an automatic code generator creates source code corresponding to data referenced by 
said graphical model in said graphical modeling and execution environment," Claims 24 and 25 
depend on claim 1 6 and are fterefore not rendered obvious by the combination of Cheng and 
Davidov because Davidov does not cure the deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the 
aforementioned feature of claim 16. 

C. Claims 11 and 26 

The Examiner rejects claims 1 1 and 26 under 35 U-S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cheng in view of DeMaster (office action, paragraph 1 1). Applicants respectfully traverse 
the rejection for the reasons set forth below. 
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Cheng has been summarized above. 

DeMaster is generally directed a Java native interface code generator to facilitate mixed 
language programming. The Java native interface code generator makes native code 
programmed in a native language, such as C, C-h- or Assembly, accessible to Java application 
programs. A programmer initially generates a native interface definition for native code, 
preferably tising a neutral Interface Definition Language (IDL) to describe native code 
components, namely, the functions, data structures, constants and other user^defined data types, 
for which native mappings are to be generated. The Java native interface code generator also 
supports complex data types, including nested data structures and multi-dimensional arrays 
(DeMBSter, colunm 2, lines 5-17). 

n Claim 11 

Claim 1 1 depends on independent claim 1 and, as such, incorporates all of the features of 
claim 1 . Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and DeMaster do not teach or suggest all of 
the features of claim 1 1. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and DeMaster fail to teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claim 11: "specifying the manner in which an automatic code generator 
creates source code corresponding to data referenced by said graphical model." 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
fails to teach or suggest aU of the features of claim 1 1 - The teachings of DeMaster do not 
. supplement Cheng in such a way as to cure the failure to recite the above feature of claim 1 1- 

DeMaster is directed to generating code corresponding to user-derived native interface 
definition. In contrast, claims 1 and 11 both recite "specifying the manner in which an automatic 
code generator creates source code corresponding to data referenced by said graphical model." 
Claim 1 1 depends on claim 1 and is therefore not rendered obvious by the combination of Cheng 
and DeMaster because DeMaster does not cure the deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the 
aforementioned feature of claim 1. 
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ift Clatm 26 

Claim 26 dreads on independent claim 16» Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
and DeMaster, alone or in combination^ do not teach or suggest all of the features of claim 26. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng and DeMaster fail to teach or suggest at least 
the following feature of claim 26: "speciiying the manner in which an automatic code generator 
creates source code ooirespondiz]^ to data refi^enced by said graphical model in said graphical 
modeling and execution environment,*' 

Cheng has been discussed extensively above. Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng 
&ils to teach or suggest all of the features of claim 26 and DeMast^ does not supplement the 
teachings of Cheng in such a way as to cure this deficiency. 

DeMaster is directed to generating code from native interface definitions. In contrast, 
claims 16 and 26 both recite **specifying the manner In which an automatic code generator 
creates soim:e code coiresponding to data referenced by said graphical model in said graphical 
modeling and execution environment." Claim 26 depends on claim 16 and is therefore not 
rendered obvioufi by the combination of Cheng and DeMaster because DeMast^ does not cure 
the deficiency left by Cheng with regard to the aforementioned feature of claim 16. 
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CONCLUSION 



In light of the foiegoing arguments^ Applicants respectfully submit that Cheng, 
Childress, Davidov and DeMaster, alone or in any reasonable combination, fail to disclose, teach 
or suggest the patentable features of the invention, and contends that the claimed invention is 
novel and non-obvious in view of the aforementioned references. 

Please charge any shortage or credit any oveipayment of fees to our Deposit Account No- 
12-0080, under Order No. MWS-062. In the event that a petition for an extension of time is 
required to be submitted herewith, and the requisite petition does not accompany this response, 
the undersigned hereby petitions under 37 C §l-136(a) for an extension of time for as many 
months as ere required to render this submission timely. Any fee due is authorized to be charged 
to the aforementioned Deposit Account. 

In view of the above comments, Apphcants believe that the pending application is in 
condition for allowance and urge the Examiner to pass the claims to allowance. Should the 
Examiner feel that a teleconference would expedite the prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is urged to contact the Applicants* attorney at (617) 227-7400. 



Dated: January 22, 2007 Respectfully submitted. 




Kevin J. Canning [J 
Registration No.: 35,470 
LAHIVE & COCKFIELD, LLP 
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Attorney/Agent For Applicant 
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